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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the co rrespondence address ~ 

THE REPLY FILED 09 May 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANPF 

PERIOD FOR RFPI Y [check either a) or b)] 

a) □ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) ^ T he period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or whichever is bt-r in 

™J?&S^^5g?9^S5 & ttl^ ,han S,X M ° NTHS fr0m the maili "9 o? rSeSn V 
706 07(f) WAS F ' LED W ' THIN ^ M0NT "S OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). The date on which the Detition undpr ^pfru ,„h • . . 

1D «'S2?, 0 ^ P f al W3S filed on • A PP ellant ' s Bri ^ must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2.^ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) E they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) Q they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(C) ° S for a P pearSd/ 0 or PlaCe ^ apPli ° ati ° n better form for appeal material| V reducin 9 or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3 D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 

4D Sc^ — W ° U,d ^ a " 0Wable ' SUbmitted in 3 Separate ' timel ^ filed amendment 

5 D ^^SfScSS ffS^bST ^en considered but does NOT place the 

6. Q The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newlv 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. B For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)B will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 


Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 


8.Q The proposed drawing correction filed on isa)D approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 


9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. ^3 Other: See Continuation Sheet 
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Continuation of 2. NOTE: The proposed amendments to claims 10, 16 and 25, changes the scope of these claims and requires further 
search and consideration.. 


Continuation of 10. Other: Applicant's argument that the combination of Floegel and Chamberlain does not increase the strength of 
attraction or adhesion when mounting the medium is not found persuasive. Chamberlain teaches that the medium inherently carries an 
electric charge (column 1 , lines 24-25) and that the electrical effect is increased by rubbing the medium with a soft material such as silk or 
wool. It is the teachings of the prior art which determine the level of ordinary skill in the art, not applicant's statement which has no 
supporting evidence. Further Chamberlain's statement is not merely a hypothesis, but rather Chamberlain states that "I have found also 
that the strength of the attraction or adhesion can be increased by rubbing the element or elements, after they are in place, with a soft 
material such as silk or wool", which suggests that this was discovered and proven through experimentation. The prior art teaches that an 
object which inherently has an electric charge can have its charge increased when by rubbing it with a charge donor such as wool. What 
Chamberlain is teaching is that the inherent electric charge on the object provides a force of electrical attraction, but by rubbing the object 
with a charge donor, additional charges can be transferred to the object to increase the force of electrical attraction. This is not contrary to 
the basic principles of electrostatics. Applicant's statement that the medium of Longtin is not for use in an ink jet printer is not persuasive. 
The medium is capable of use in an ink jet printer. Further the recitation is provided in the preamble and is given no patentable weight. 


2 


